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REMARKS 

In the Office Action of May 19, 2006, claim 30 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, If 1 as 
being unsupported by the original disclosure. Claims 1, 16, and 25 were rejected under § 1 12, If 2 
for failing to particular point out and distinctly claim that regarded as being the present 
invention. Additionally, several objections were made to prior amendments to the specification 
as containing new matter. 

In response to the Office Action, Applicant conducted a telephone interview on August 2, 
2006. Pursuant to 37 CFR § 1.133(b), the following description is a complete written statement 
of the reasons presented at the interview as warranting favorable action. The following statement 
is intended to comply with the requirements of MPEP § 713.04 and expressly sets forth: (A) a 
brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted; (B) 
identification of the claims discussed; (C) identification of specific prior art discussed; (D) 
identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed; (E) the 
general thrust of the principal arguments; (F) a general indication of any other pertinent matters; 
and (G) the general results or outcome of the interview, if appropriate. 

During the interview, the undersigned presented proposed amendments to the claims and 
to the specification that were believed to overcome the stated rejections of the claims as well as 
the objections to the specification. The Examiner agreed that the amendments appeared to 
overcome the rejections and objections. 

In the event that the foregoing record is not considered complete and accurate, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to bring any incompleteness or inaccuracy to the attention of 
the undersigned. Indeed, if Applicant has misunderstood the Examiner's position, Applicant 
respectfully requests appropriate clarification of the Examiner's position in the next Office 
Action. 

In view of the interview, Applicant herein makes amendments to the claims and to the 
specification as proposed during the interview. Applicant submits that, as agreed during the 
interview, these amendments overcome the stated rejections and objections. Accordingly, 
Applicant submits that the present application now stands in condition for allowance, and 
Applicant respectfully requests the passing of the present application to issue. 
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Finally, it is the position of Applicant that the claim amendments made herein present no 
bar to the application of the doctrine of equivalents and that no equivalents are surrendered by 
any such amendment, as none of the amendments represents "a narrowing amendment" that is 
"made for purposes of patentability." Each claim amendment made herein is either broadening 
in scope, or merely explicitly recites that which was already implicitly contained within the 
claim. 

It is respectfully requested that the Examiner contact the undersigned if any further action 
is deemed necessary by the Examiner in order to gain allowance of the present application, and if 
such further action may be accomplished through an Examiner's amendment. 

Respectfully submitted, 
TILLMAN WRIGHT, PLLC 



/Chad D. Tillman/ 
Chad D. Tillman 

Reg. No. 38,634 
Tel.: 704-248-6292 
Fax: 877-248-5100 
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